cc : 




Director, Federal Btireau of 
Imrestijcatlon 


mrch 13, 1967 
129-11 


Tbe Attorney General 


Assassination of President John 7. Kennedy 
Warren Coaoilssion Records 


Ibis is in response to your February 24 
sesorandua regardlnR public disclosure of 55 pages 
«f Warren Coasission Docususnt Ko. 75, which have 
been excluded from public disclosure under guide- 
lines approved by WcGeorge Bundy, Special Assistant 
to the President. Tour neno states that the Bureau 
has no objection to public disclosore of these pages. 


We understand that In addition to these 55 
pages there are another approxlaately 50 pages of 
CoBsission Doeuaent No. 75 which have been excluded 
from public disclosure under the same guidelines. 

We would appreciate your advising us whether the 
Bureau has any objection to public disclosure of 
these reittining pages. 

Further, it is requested that the Bureau 
famish to the Department copies of all FBI invest 1- 
ipttlve reports (except Ccwnlssion Document No. 75 and 
exempt information which has been furnished in the 
series of aewKS beginning about February 20, 1967) 
which relate to the investigation now being conducted 
by New Orleans District Attorney Garrison or to any 
allsged New Orleans area plot to assassinate President 
Kennedy. 


F<^ such assistance as it say be there is 
attacdied a list of the names which have been noted 
1^ the DeiMurtment as having been mentioned in 
^eUnsotlon with the Garrison investigation. 

Records V ^ 

Assistant Attorney General, Civil Division ' X / — / / 

Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division 
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r^GrtCWrii^'; ^-S'-Uoinoy General S'.hc Distviefc 

i^tcornoy C't cow OrioenSf Ja'-ioa Garricoric dcclaraa 'cric>t. there 
is: ntsw ev.lderce in the aaGaaa.inatiCi;! of Preaide?:t Kennedy, 
?ror. yo'or -;nov?lGdgej doan cech nev? evidence c:ci?l:? 

A'r.ii^0FJ??£y GEl^mh CL/.^K: certainly have no knov.'Iedge 

0'5 nov? eviesree^ 2^jCe Agrong^yr and I -;il\ b‘~ vory nsuch sur- 
?’’?.sod if any exists, 

AiTI^OUT.T^V'-’; ^rora C3S aching ton. An color ^ FACE THE 
IvATAOEj a r.riontanc'oiio aocl ho arsed lavarv-io^^^ «;Atb. che just 

appointed Attorney General d> the States ; Ramsay Clark 

Kr. Clark wi?,l be questioned by CBS r.sa>3 correepondont Georg© 
Herman „ Jaite.'S Clayton of the Washington ,?ogt and CBS nows 
corra#5ponden>: Martin Agronsky, 


MS, AGKONSKYs Mr= Attorney General,, one of the first 
arrests that has been made by the District Attorney of New 
Orleans, Mr, Garrisonp is of a gentleman called Clay Shaw, 
which the Attorney General says ra an alias for a man narwd 
Clay Bertrand, who is mentioned in the warren Report. 

One of your first statements, when you became Attorney 
General, was that the FBI had already investigated and had 
cleared Clay Shaw of any part in the assassination of Presi- 
dent Kennedy £ yet. Shawl's nane is never mentioned anywhere 
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in the Warren Cotanussion report. 

vgjy is fchatj and is there an identicity betvfeen Sha-J 
and Bertrand? 

ATTORHSY GEl^RAL CLAfiK: Under the circwastances, that 

is, in view of the fact that there will be a hearing in 13ev< 
Orleans Tvieaday, I really think it viould be inappropriate 
for ne to ccsBzient on the case. Hr. Garrison has not offered 
UG any ovidenco that ha nay have. I an» unable to say why 
ho hasn't done this. It would seem to ers the natural thing 
for any prosecutor to do. But, as of this tine, and without 
real doubt, I would stand by Hr. Hoover's remarks in Hovenber 
of 1966, that not one shred of evidence links any other con-’ 
spirator to Oswald in the assassination of President John 
?. Kennedy. 

HB. CLAYtoh: General Clark, have you asked Hr. Garrison 

for the evidence that ha has in this case? 

ATTORISY QEHBRAL CLAfiK: WQ have had no direct connunica- 

tioQS, in view of the attitude that he has taken. 

MR. HBRMANt I can ucQderstand your reluctance to get 
involved in the case which is now to be heard, but 1 thixUc 
perhaps it is fair enough to look back. You say the FBI has 
investigated, and yet you did say in the statement after 
your confimatioa, the FBI had investigated hin; «id yet 
there is no docuwintation of that in tha warren Cooraisaion 
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Report, arc va arc; juac tf.y.u'g to find out hew and v/hon it 
happenod... 


ATTOHI-3EY GSH^Eit^L CLi'-jiit; There v/sa ti coinp)'ehensive inveati 
gatioa. by ppj involviii.;j tJieaa Sfew Orleans allegations and 

i-v-:ch ; xn fact laoni, of thosa re ports have been ;tade pnbJ.ic and 
they iaepyort' the conclusic;-. ot the ?3I th.'si:, Osx-ald acted alone 
ii!R . Vino thla F3I invGstagafcxop .for the warrer. 


Cosaiux G s in fD „ ea, t ? 


T^mimTEY oEIlSR?:!, CLimz Vas, it was. 

iMR , I seQc 

iiiio ih3RQ&'3KY'! Gc ahead,, George . 

SBRil^N: Well., the other part of it I want to 

underotand ptonuraably th«u part «>f it 

then, is part of the secret material of th© Warren Comniission 
docuffe.nti.i which have net yat been released Vfhich are kept 
confidential in the Archives? 


ATTOSKT.Y GENERAL CLARK; Wb 1L„ some of the information 
developed by the FBI in that investigation at 15ew Orleans 
has been released,, and many of the people whose nantas have 
been in the newspapers recently from New Orleans have been,, 
their names are in these earlier FBI reports — all of the 
information that was developed there as is true in all of 
the aspects of the investigation, have not been released 



for a broad variaty of raasons. 

HSPJiAN; That brings up just one other caoe« 
if I may, Isuaadiataly after jack Ruby's death, in fact 
vithin lass than 24 hours after jack Ruby's death the 
EUby material was released in the i^rchivee, itow, Mr. 

Perrio has been dead several weeks, and the Ferric 
material is still classified and Z wondered if that is at 
the order of the FBI and the Department of Justice?,.^ 

ATTOSl^Y GSSBilftL CLARK: No, Those documents are 

under the general jurisdiction of General Services Adminia-> 
tration at this time. There has been a policy, and I think 
a wise one, not to release data about individuals that might 
affect their character or reputation where it has no rele- 
vance to the Warren Cosmission investigation or to the 
assassination of President Kannedy, and this we have 
followed. 

HR. BBRMANs That implies that you believe, then, that 
the Services Administration believes that the Ferrie 
material has no relevance? 

ATTORNEY 6SRBRAL CLARK: That is true. 

MR. AGRONSlors And can you clear up this Siaw-Bertrand 
thing for us? Is Shaw an alias for Bertrand, as Garrison 


contends it is? 
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^iTTORf.^Y GEl^BRAL CliASK: Aa I said earliar^ I don't 

think it ^*culd ba fair for a:^ to roally comtnanfe in any way 
on that in view of tho Stat.a procaoding^ Ka certainly 
don't v;ant 5o interfere in any way with the S*al'.e proceed- 
mg. It's absolutely essential that history I-jiow the truth 
in this neat ter. I aa diefcurbed end saddened chat so auch 
publicity ao much agitation^ so much doubt is created, 

I t'hink that is unforcunato for this country because this 
is a aatter ihafc affects us all so that the assassination 
of President Kennedy has left a deep mark on the lives of 
all of ua and is aontafehing we should he highly sensitive 
about and wo should seek the truch in the most circumapect 
and cautious vsethoda. 

MR, HERMANS Does the Federal Government have any 
role or any interest , directly, in this business in New 
Orleans? Is it a friend of the court, should it be in 
attendance, should it have some presence there? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CI^RKs No, I think not, I think 
our State-Federal system is adequate to every type of matter 
that arises that I have ever seen, including this one, I 
think this is something for the State and 1 hope they will 
proceed with dignity. 

MR, CLAYTON: In the last couple of weeks there have 



7 


b€sn stories out o£ fiSew York as as in isew Orleans about 

assassination teaiss allegedly seng by Castro in efforts to 
kill President l^annedy. Do you knew anything ^out FBI 
reports on those teans? 

ATTORSSY GSStBRAL CLARK: There have been studies of 

these matters. have nothing that indicates any evidence 
of a conspiracy, and we stand on that on the basis, of our 
investigation. 

There is a morbid fascination ^out the assassination. 
There have been rumors running rampant ever since the 
assassination and I suppose it has been historically the 
case when a groat man dies under such circumstances there 
will be doubt and intrigue and inquiry for a Icmg time. 

X believe that the Warren Commission investigation 
was the most coaprehensive and definitive investigation 
of a series of facts ever undertaken and there is over- 
whelming evidence in it to support its conclusion that 
Oswald acted alone. Until there is evidence to the 
COTtrary, I will stand with the Warren CooBiisaion. 

NR, AGROerSKY: Don't you find it curious, air, 

that the District Attorney of Hew Orleans, having 2dl 
of the evidence that is at your disposal persists in this 
investigation and indicates that be has new evidence which 
be has not turned over to the Federal Government or to 
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you, as 

’','T 

<ino; I f. 


ycu i'e'i uocfced? 

lO!-:;; Yes^ , I isnC 1C Ci'CMoUG 

inc M disturbinc; «nd I find it aadcinuij\-j 
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MR. AGRONSKY: Mr. .attorney General, to lead you to 

anobiier area, an area I know that concerns you very much too, 
the area of v;ire tapping and electronic eavesdropping, from 
your knowledge of the Justice Department operations, and 
you have been in the Department for six years, I believe, 
would you say that the blame for wire tapping when Robert 
Kennedy was Attorney General should be allocated to Mr. 
Kennedy, or, as Mr. Kennedy has said, should ba laid at the 
door really, of the FBI Director, J. Edgar Hoover? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: Well, I am not in the business 

of blaming anybody. I am nappy to say that I was in the 
Lands Division for four years, the first four years of my 
service to the Department of Justice, and we have yet to 
find any tvire tapping in any I,ands Division case. I don't 
think any will be revealed. 

j am not sure beyond what we nave filed in Court that 
there is any relevant evidence on who was responsible for 
the degree of wire tapping and electronic surveillance that 
recent disclosures have indicated. 

MR. AGRONSKY: What is your position on wire tapping 

and electronic eavesdropping? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK; My position Is, that it Is 

incompatible with wnat we want for this country, and that 

I 

thezre is only one exception, only one area where It is 
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ji’rtr.fied , and tl-«t is in tne area c.f natioyial .security 
where there a rilrect threat to the security of this 


nation . 


:;iK. CLin'TON: You 

taps by -he 1*’YI today 
that you ha'"':: apprcved 
0 ’”e.r the last ten 


said recently that uhere are nc wire- 
that you have not approved of, and thos< 
arc ail national secvrity cases, 
years the three men who held this 


o.ftice before you testified quite sim.i.larly or Capitol Hill 
that tliey had approved all the wiretaps, and they were 


national security cases. 


We have now had fourteen cases in v;hich wiretaps v;ere 


held on non-security cases,. 

Kov; can you be sure there are no other wiretaps than 
those you mentioned? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: Well, in any such matter you 

have to qo forward in confidence. I am absolutely satis- 
fied, I have discussed the matter with Mr. Hoover and with 
other high officials in the FBI and it is my judgment today 
that there are thirty-eight wiretaps, there are no electronic 
surveillances otherwise, and that all of these are in the 
national security area. 

MR. CLAYTON: Have you changed the procedures through 

which the FBI establishes wiretaps? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: I think it is fair to say that 



we have changed the procedures. I think we have a much 
tighter procedure now that calls for a regular inventory so 
that I caci keep currently abreast of where vre are at a given time. 
AGROHSKY: Mr. Attorney General, would it be possible for the 

FBI Director, Mr, Hoover, or anyone who directed the FBI, to 
direct a wire tap or am electronic eavesdropping operation with- 
out your knowledge? Does ha have the authority to do so? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: He does not have the authority to do so. 

When you say is it possible, why, anything is possible. I think 
in terms of Mr. Hoover’s character, it is not possible for him 
to do so because he knows of the regulation and he would not 
violate it, 

MR. HERMAN: Just so we understand it, if he docs feel that it 

is required that a wire tap be established, you have to be in- 
formed specifically about the case, is that correct? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: That's correct, it requires my written 

approval . 

MR. BERMAN: The names and the people involved? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: That’s right. 

MR. CLAYTON: In each individual case? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: In each individual case, that’s right. 

MR. HERMAN: What about other kinds of electronic crime detec- 

tion? The wire tapping and suryeill^ce seems to get most of 
the publicity, but the President's Commission suggested that 
the United States police departments around the country are 



beriir^ci the tiasc in the use of ccmpatiire and o-thcr eiecaronic 
dev.'.ocs which help in crime — in the apprehension of criminals, 
not by surveillance but by amassing evidence and by deductive 
processes and so forth. Should that nov; ba stappad-up under 
your leadership? 

ATTorNFjy GENERAL CLARK; i think very detinitaiy so. As you 
hnow. the FBI has moved fom-ard just this year in that field 
vitn its rational crime computer operation and I tiiink it is 
awfully iit port ant to police departments throughout the country 
that we have the highest degree of coordination and cooperation 
so that we can exchange vital tacts involving commissions ot 
crime . 

MR. HERMAlv: How close does this cone to sort of "Big Brother 

is watchirg you", through its computers and its keeping track 
of where people are, that t.he Federal government or the Depart- 
ment of Justice and the FBI will know where all American are 
and what they are doing and how legitimate their business is, 
and so forth? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: I think they are two essentially 

different things. The type of information that we are talking 
2d>out is crime statistic data, it is a serial number, iden- 
tification of stolen automobiles, data on felons who are 
fugutives from justice. It is nothing relating to the char- 
acter of individuals or general intelligence about individuals. 
MR. AGRONSKY: Mr. Attorney General, the majority of the 



Prasident's Crime Coicmiscion said that to fight organized crime 
effectively we need legislation to allow wire tapping and 
electronic eavesdropping by police officials. Do you agree? 
ATTORIIEY (3BNERAL ci*ARK: No, I do not. I do not feel that we 

need this. I think an illustration of our effectiveness with- 
out it is the statistics for 1966. During 1966 more indict- 
ments were brought under our organized Crime statutes involving 
mors individuals by 25 per cent than in any preceding year, 
and no electronic surveillance was used in developing these 

cases . > 

y, “ 

MR. AGRONSKY: Then you can have adequate lav? enforcement by 

an efficient police department, in your opinion, without the 

use of these devices? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: Far more adequate by training, by 

setting stemdards, by giving full support to police departments; 
this is the key to protection of the public safety and not use 
of devices. 

MR. CLAYTON: Since the enforcement of most criminal laws is 

in the hands of the state and not of the Federal government, 
what ceui the Federal government do about crime? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: I think the Federal government can do 

a great deal. We have to recognise that crime is a national 
responsibility, even though law enforcement is a local respon- 
sibility. We have always practiced that, and we preach that. 
The thing the Federal government can best do in my judgment is 
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f'lsmonst.rat.ed by the rresicent's Crirce* Control Act of 1967. 

'■.’his i'ct provider tho opportunity to offer great uplift to law 
onforcoiuent. throi'ghout the United Scatis. If the funds that 
^■3 seek un<ler ■:ha gviidance that v/e seek are available in 1969, 

'./e C3.". t.ripie the rate of Investment for excellence in local 
law anforcome-iit throughout the country and that will make a 
treraandous difference. 

iah . AGP.OKr^hY; Mr. Attorney General, the Crime Commission, the 
Presici-nfc ' s Crime Ccr:j.iission touched on another really basic 
Gontroversv’ that I knew concerns you a lot, when some of its 
nembars held that the recent Supreme Court decisions on con- 
fessions, nuch as the .Miranda case made the job of the police 
too diffi.cult, that they had given defendants in criminal cases 
more protections than they should have and some have been 
u.rging ConjJtitutional amenoments to redress the balance. What 
is your position on that? 

ATTORMiiY GENEiXAL CLASK: My position is that it is much too 

early to know the full effect of Miranda today. I am personally 
quite skeptical that it has any really deterrent effect on 
affective law enforcement and as an illustration, I would offer 
this: Since 1940 the Federal Bureau of Investigation has given 

a warning, essentially equivalent to the Miranda warning, to all 
people that it has under interrogation, and this has not really 
in any way impaired its effectiveness. I think far more impor- 
tant than interrogation of witnesses is excellence in personnel. 



training, and standards for personnel. 
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JiS, \ln trying to aolva cho v.'lfolo problrtaj of 

\ 

ccir.a v;-jvo^ -v-harc: do ycvi put the OKpii~.£;ic-,. Geaorci 
Ci-:;rk‘? Do you put it on nr«vur=tion,, on ust ■5ct>oa r->,ncl 

A baliov= Mr.. K^t.'^enbach in ! ho uourso o:'- intor- 
fchst follo've:! fcbo publication o,l th" ?roG;!,dn'>.t 03 
Cotps^vsaion e.?.id thn probloia i.c,, you p^ut ' ho^ in janl 

but sooner or later they ore going to get cut. .ivgnin and they 
ar«r going to be the soao people b<ic.k at large imiOGG you 

dona soa^othi-iq ebo\:t tboir characuere jji the ceanwhile 
'if'hero should the eraphaois in thfe country gc today'’ 

.A7T0i??;?.Y GEKP.SJ^L CX^M^K: I thinfC vfQ have to hava a 

cctTprohenaive approach., I think it would bo quite, uafot- 
tvins-te for us to look for a s.lnqls, a.'.nple atuivero Kon« 
e:si3jte= My paracrxal view iS that in icras of public safety^ 


that is„ net the underlying caueoa of crin»g„ so to speak,, 
but public safety today,, the two moat iuiportant areas are 
in improving the quality of our police depsrtraenrs and 
giving them adequate support fro» all levels of the public 
and in providing them with ample manpower of high quality,^ 

I think corrections is a major key that wo greatly 
neglect, I think we have got to recognize the fact that 
four out of five people convicted of felonies in the United 
States today were convicted of a miaderasanor before that and 
usually while they were a kid. And, there is a trcK>end.rua 
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opportvuiity certainly if wa devoted our hearts 

and ovr hands and minds to help those kids when they 
coEK) before a Hisdarecanor court on thair first br'uah, we 
could save a trcEnandous amount of repetition of crime « 
of crime that injures so many of our ^oplo and we could 
salvage lives and save dollars, 

ME, EEEMftCf: ?ho report apoaka very sharply about the 

rate of crime among young tseaagars, quite young tsonagore 
and it says since that is the major sourco of crime at the 
sotaant and the percentage of teenagers in the country is 
rising rapidly as our age graph changes^ that wa are in 
for a pretty tough ticao. 2a there a crisis «3oaing up on 
ua in crinjB? 

ATTOSHEY GSISEAL CIABK: I don » t think vjq should 

take a crisis approach to crime in the toited ^States at 
’‘all. I think we should take a fins debaji^iBination approach. 
Me can do soaething about this. A simple illustration is 
autooK^iles. Vie permit tho theft of 400>000 automobiles 
in the Ubited States a year. 64 percent of these eure 
etolen by kidsr 42 percent had the keys in the ignition at 
the time of theft, and many of the kids who picked up these 
keys and turned on the ignition and drove off, have led 
themselves or have been led into a life of crime that could 



hiave h<'Qn civoiclef'i,. 

I ^h-VTik riuMtc neglact, piiblic rngli^oruja anc «:he 
lack oi: svppora concsrA ic sci::a tiling X3 har.pcring 

u*: he?.-?, 

Mr. i''-fcfcorncv GencrtJl,- ha^o yo»-’. siade 

\ , . 

nry in fcne car;o of A<2cva claylon Pcv;gII? 

AI'Tord'ISY GSi’SPJ^Z. CLi'HKi In whafc — ir. vihal v?ay? 

?W,. AGSC‘£^S.-<^: Wei.l^ ihare \ir.3 rc-ferrciC^ to t'ha Jiijjfeicn 

Dc.parfciaenJ; mich of the 23^?fcorxal in fcht. Po'uell care and ta3_k 
of a po3sible xndictmenfc of Mr. Powell by uha J\istico 
Depertaenfe after it had r,la;c.ied his esae. have ycxi had 
an opportunity to afcudy it and hag any deterBinatio-'i been 

jTjad-Ji ab<5Ufe it? 

hT^'QBtmY GSKERAL CLARK: There has been no final deter' 

rainafcion, ’/^e have received the records and flies of the 
coii-TOifetces of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
and they are under very careful care„ scrutiny and study 
at this titoe. Ws will probably not proceed imfcil the 
Congress has finally determined the major issues before 
it in tnc case, 

HRo BERMAN: Does the Congress have a voice in whether 

you will take final action or is that entirely your own 


determination? 



^iTTOKNSY G3H3S.^I« Cxi^RK: I think under aoparation of 

pothers as the Sxecuti-5?e bremch, have to laako tha final 

deecrotionary judgment as to hov; to procaod„ 

KRe E3EM?JS: These are on the specific issues of 

whether there was fraud or mioapj ropriatioii of funds as 

opposed to whether he should have a seaC' in the Congrasa? 

hTTORSKY GBHSRAL CLARK: Yes. I assume we are talking 

about the cases that have been referred to us, 

HS„ HEEHAJJ: 2Jow^ have you formulated any policy , of 

/ 

do you have your mind prepared as to what you will So if 
tho justice Dcpartisent and the Executive branch beronss 
involvsd in the question of seating or not seating this 
Coagro s eraan-e Lac t ? 

ATT0R3EY GENERAL CLARK; Si», v/s vjould have to view that 
as it cams to us. It now appear s, as you know, that the 
Congreas will be rapresented by private counsel. 

MR. A6B0NSKY: fasll« tlie point that George is getting 

at, and I think perhaps is still unclear is, suppose that 
the Congress decides to seai Mr. Powell, and at that point 
does the Justice Departiaent step out of the case completely? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: I assume you are not xe.'*erring 

to the case of the seating because there would be no such 
issue then. You are referring— 


MRo AGRONSKY: No, I am not — 
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Ari'ORHKV 'Vov. are raf.c'.cyxnc, ij.- 

f"hr>*??. eac teas.- nf alleged r.r eaonducfe., 

.?r.»m'5Kr; Exactly. 

i^'CTOliSY G.vi!;SRAX, No. >:s; 'vjor.ld ha-a i con- 

t •c. '.ii'; r'-s econ/j lhil lty r o a'c'.idy -. ho-^ie crac> 

\/jfi itas.ci a violatloa oi Federal end it; 

hr.; br,if‘n .'.o act epoa ix, apci i:c. the^o has net, to close 
tijs? cnt.. 


HSlu-i?.:;?; How long in >-hat likely to fcaSce,, 
AlTcrG'iSH <i;EOn.AT. Ci^PK? It is awfully aard io pre- 
dict a case like that^ and you hate to do it. It depends 
O’A hcrtv' quickly tha Cengrece is ab.le to re»oI';e tja« issues 
before it, snd at the very least it would bake nosa weeks 


for Us bo go through tlie data before us, 

fUS, -AGBCKSKX: But first the Congress njust acfc„ then 

yon T^uld act,, that would beit. 

A'rTOFBCEY GEtlERAIi CLARK; X wouldn't say laust , Xt is 
certainly most desirable,, unless there is sod« delay 
that we cannot foresee at this time, for the Congress to 
conclude its efforts first,, 

MR„ CLAYTON; Moving to a slightly different subject,, 
you have expressed your view that capital punishment is 



no longer acceptable in this country, you going to 

direct tha representatives of tha Justice Departjsant not 
to seek capital punishment in any casaa in xihich it may 
be possible? ' 

ATTOHISY Gsas2/»L CI*ftRKs Wall, X think unacceptable, 
the vord you uae, is a little ftsrther than t’#a have gone. 

have directed oUr comrrgnta only to the Federal responsi- 
bility in the Federal area. 

In ansvjer to your qxxestion specifically, I think ve 
have an cbligation to enforce the statutes on the books 
and viill do so, and v^hen Congress changes those statutes 
we will enforce thao as changed. There are proviaiikas 
for death penalties on the books today. 

MS. CLA'XT^: Mill you ask Congress to change the 

statutes? 

ATTORIIBY GEMBBAL CUUiK: Me have recoB&aended to the 

Congress at least In the area of !^:i. C. crimes, that 
the death penalty be abolished and that further study on 
the method of going about it to protect the public be 
made, 

MR. CLAYTOMs Is the President in agreement with 
your view on the death penalty? 
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I have not any specific 

'• i,r:cu.rj.’.oa w: i. ;i hin., jurxj.'^nS;. J aitacv^gh bo 'ihouic 

f.cy: i: '.i:\^3l;C-„ to thM" iie would; .^grea 
ri?i.. HSHfiASI? .1 have onoj. bcioia v;g qoi coo ^ar a^vfay 
frcx -w, .!.n poijit oi I h«vo oi..c furCfie)' jtiors I 

:/• .C io i|o .o« to or. the Powel} c-:;eo., ;.8„ thifl 


.'-0 con di'ibt'.t conal pccblo.-a of hhe seporatioio of powers,. 

ri^5c heon kaowO ^:o nay the Chj.o f Juooice has 
.V5<^.:i ivi-a d;u'. ,, ncR-^ lei him enforn':© i.i,* hut, 

«3i0'';o:,.',;5r',!.nt u-;,ually t.o t.he ,a3t:eout;i,vG irornnc.b^ ,Jf 

• :h<? vy ;d;.c.iory rjoc.uii oay 1 h at; Pctvel 1 must be sei-fce<l and 
5“,he 80y,c chat pcrwcll ohali aot be so c* ter’,, .tt ia 

to i'3.U. back, to you to find the lecguj or a dents 
axrd help t.dG J/residen?: saake up his icitsd, Save you done 
any soudying and do you have any ic:©ar> oxx «<‘.h6fe youc posi- 


t,lon ought to be? 

.^TTORNSY GENERAL CLARK: I thiok it is very unlikely 

that ,3uch a confrontation will develop in ®«ch a hard and 
fast manner o If it did„ certainly we vjoulc have to 
explore ail of the facets of it nsost carefully at that 
ciiaa^ '' don't think there is going to be such a serious 
con.fliGt bet"^«en the Judiciary and the Legislative branches „ 
I think wa will support the law as it develped at the tine, 

MR« AGBONSKY: You have said that you plan an 



inl^onsifisd antitrust drixra to contoat local and regional 


price-fi:sing conopiracieo. How, have you decided yet 
on sour first target, and whoa you are goinc to undertake 
this investigaticxi? 



iT-: 


\;.ua-c 


Ini'! :co 


ir.'-'oj.v' 




7.Y CH‘3ER*\L CLARK : My cc->anents v.*er '2 in an interview 

pp€;t:red k:\ of the rejor newipapars, aad I v/a3 coir.T.e!i 
i.Iiy on tho fret tnafc I felt that we had an enf orce:na’'t 
■;e, ths United stata^ Attorneys’ offices^- 93 of them 
!.ng over 60C attorneys scattered througho.it the United 
\fhc covJ.d be effectively devetad in prics--f ixing cases 
s ol r.hair experience in preaer.tatlori of -simple fact 


isausfi to courts, and. we plan, as we raally have for some time 
CO arpiora this fully and to hoc v/hsther we can.not utilize 
this resource to prosecute law enforcement in local and 
regicxi.u,i e^reas . 

MR, KERM.A1!; Hr. Clark, your f.iither has been a potent and 
eloquent ’.'oica on the United States Supreme Court. Are you 
going to add more to the good of the country than your father's 
resignation is going to subtract from it? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK; It would be veir/ difficult for me to 
say that I could. I don't believe I can. I am very proud of 
my father and our family has always been proud of his career, 

MR. AGRONSKY: Mr. Attorney General, have you made any determina 

tion on the antitrust case against the ABC-ITT merger, American 
Broadcasting Company merger with International Telephone and 
Telegraph Company? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: You say have I made a personal study 

of it? 


MR. AGRONSKY; Yes 



ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK; I have certainly reviev?ed it at seme 
length and with care and with Don Turner, the Atisistant Attorney 
General in charge of the Antitrust Division and wo work together 
in formulating our positions. I was involved in the tv;o letters 
that were written earlier and have reviewed the briefs with him. 
As you know, the matter is now under consideration by the 
Commission. 

MR, HERMAN: Do you think that you might revive it -if .the 

Commission once again approves the merger? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK; Well, it would be impossible to conunant 

now. It depends on what evidence they hear, and what facts they 

cite to support their conclusions. 

MR. KERMAN; But you retain an interest in it? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL CLARK: We certainly retain an interest, but we 

v;ould want to very carefully consider the action of the Federal 
Communications Ccmuniaslon before we made any judgment as to how 
we might proceed. 

MR , AGHONSKY ; Well thank you very much, Mr, Attorney General, 
fgr being here to PACE THE NATION. 

A word about next week's guest in a moment. 

ANNODNCERs Today, on PACE THE NATION, Attorney General Ramsey 
Cl47k VM interviewed by CBS Hews Correspondent George Herman, 
James Clayton of the Washington Post) CBS News Correspondent 
Martin Agronsky. 

Next week. Senator William Fulbright, Chairman of the Senate 
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On the evening of March 7, Radio Telefis Eireann screened 
an unprecedented program running from 8:25 p.m, to 12:40 a.m. 
with only one break for a 15-minute news report. The 
program consisted of a showing of a film presented by 
Mark LANE, author of the book "Rush to Judgment", in which 
he interviewed a number of persons in and near Dallas who 
are reputed to have special knowledge of the circumstances 
surrounding the assassination of President Kennedy, Lane's 
contention is that these persons were not called by the 
Warren Commission although they should have been, that 
the Warren Commission was made up of politicians (two of 
whom were Southerners) and a former CIA Chief "whose business 
it was to deceive," He maintains that the Commission's 
aim was to conceal a conspiracy involving more persons 
than Oswald and possibly some subversive elements. 

At one point. Lane came very near to suggesting that the 
persons engineering the assassination knew that the then 
Vice President would succeed to the Presidency and would 
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Participating in the program were two Dublin lawyers, 

Liam HAMILTON and William FINLAY, who attempted to question 
Lane on many of the points* Lane constantly interrupted 
them and it was only in the few closing minutes of the 
program that one of the lawyers was able even so much as 
to finish a few sentences without interruptions. 

The program has excited considerable press comment and one 
newspaper makes it appear that the doubt as to the probity 
of the Warren Commission and of the Report itself is now 
very widespread. Naturally, following this program, the 
Report has an increased number of both advocates and 
detractors. The moderator, Brian FARRELL, was better as 
a commentator in favor of the Report than he was as a 
referee attempting to insure that each side of the controversy 
had an opportunity to be heard. 

Lane made no secret of his feelings that he had been denied 
an opportunity to present his case before the American public. 
Indeed, he said that his film had been banned on American 
television, 

A sampling of the press coverage in Dublin is attached. 
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ELKFIS EIREANN’S 
presentation of 

Rush to Jud^ent " was 
a mammoth performance by 
any standards, and surely 
its longest individual 
programme except the 
general election broadcast. 
Scheduled to end at approxi- 
mately 11.50 p,m.. It actually 
ran until 12.40 a.m. — which, 
when you allow for a break 
for the news and sport, repre- 
sented almost four hours. » 
wonder what the participants 
felt like at the conclusion. 

Mark Lane's film, which 
n<*rupi‘e<i well over half of the 
presentation. became morr 
absorbing as time went on. Tbis 
IS c\tr.*oprtinar>’. masmurh av 
vinuflilv the whole of it con- 
^i^ted »f the inierviewim: of 
witnesses— -nr. more accurately, 
ot people who should have been 
«nmiTioned as wttne^se.s by fh«* 
Warren Commission, hut— fnr 
one reason or another — wore 
not. By ail the tokens. U should 
have been dull. It wa.s an>*thini: 
but. 

Since there must have been 
thousands of Irish citizens who 
failed to see the programme, 
either because they do not po«?. 

TV <ets. or werr out on 
other business, or preferred to 
lunc in to lighter fare from 
across the channel. I should 
perhaps mention what it was 
all about. Mark Lane is one of 
several American.s who hav<* 
written book.s in support nf the 
hellof that Lee Uan’py Oswald 
was nnt the sole assassin of 
President Kennedv, that there 
were at least »wo assassins, 
and that, ronsoqucntly, ms 
death was the result of a con- 
«nlraev either betwe^'n 'nose f«-n 
or between thosp two and 
others In the hackcro-.nd. L.ine 
contends, further, hat *he War 
ren Commission, w'hich was set 
up to Inquire into the farts 
surronruHne the astn-^in.Tfino 
and mrrhidotl. In a siarKaniuan 
report, thai Oswald alone dirt 
It. Ignored a great .ieai of vital 
evidenre lo the rontrary. The 
concluslnn In hr Inferred I* 
that this 'gnnrlng rpijid not 
have been indeliberate— pat it 


if you like, that a 'cnsciously 
dumnus verdict was reacned for 
the sake of allaying \inrn'‘an 
apprehensions. 

So far as this vtcw<T is ton- 
‘ vini-d. 5 .ine s li!m <- i aic m no 
doubt that he has m.iile. at any 
rate, a formidable r^rimri /ncte 
case tnr a rrevajninanon of 
the farts nf that terrible day 
in' Dallas. What good, you may. 
u.sk, woul<l surli a re e'..unina- 
lion fln'^ u wouldn't hnng JFK 
I'ark iu life A fair answer tn 
that minlit hr rhai so lont’ as 
doubts evist the .\mcnran run- 
srienre will not be at case 
Kennedy's ghost will oe there 
in the barkground: history will 
oe distorted by a dreadful 
question-mark: men will mutter 
among themselves as soon as 
the .affair '.-omes into conver- 
'ation. That is part of Lane's 
rontcntion. .and 1 think it valid. 

They adoptcfi ?he -urious 
practirf on Tuc'-d.ay night of 
''Cttiog up iwn unnametl cross- 
rv.anuorrv— <lptlnrd as a h.sr- 
r:slrr anel a senior counsel— 
i»> dispute Lane’s ca«e and. in 
ciTcft. justify the Codings nf 
itie Warren Commission. They 
N-rrmed to me to get nowhere 
Lane had his facts and refer- 
ences rnagninccntly at hts 
finger-ends; and the mannerisms 
of counsel at the bar— more 
noticeable in the older than 
the younger mao — -oerely 
rreate'l a prejudice in favour 
ef Lane (In fact, vny faith m 
the efUcacy of teg.a! cro^s- 
examination as a meaon of 
arriving at tnnh has been more 
than somewhat shaken by the 
forensic terhnlqiie on display » 
The inahiUty of the lawyers to 
shake 'heir viriun ''f.nincr.''0 
Brian Farrell— whose rhainnan- 
ship was superb all tiie way 
thronch — to cast himself 
towards the end in tnr rOle of 
prnsecuiing counsri ^nd *sk 
some reailxt telling questions. 
Even so. the honours remained 
with Lane. 
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BY BRIAN FARRELL WHO WAS CHAIRMAN 
OF RTE’S CONTROVERSIAL PROGRAMME 
‘RUSH TO JUDGMENT' 


HO killed John F, Kennedy? 

With every passing day and every 
now story a credible cxplanatinn nf the evenis 
In Dallas during those November days in li'6.1 
appears less and less possible. There have 
been so many doubts raised, suapinons voiced, 
extraneous Issues discussed that perhaps the 
simplest basic facts have been forgotten. 
Certainly, it seems to me, the body of evidence 
cited by the Warren Commission In support 
of its conclusions has become obscured. 

The Warren Report 05 . even in paperback, 
a masmve document. The rbapter is ae 
summary of the arc-:mcnt and the 12 major 
conclusions and n’rommondations of Ihe 
Commission, Tlic next chanter is 3 narrative 
of tbe actual events of the i««asslnauoo — a 
siory continiu*d in chapter five «uth an account 
of the hcfcnlLon and dfath of Iz-o Harvry 
Oswald. Rut the main evidence relating fo the 
oonciii.sinn that Oswald acted alon<« and that 
there was no conspiracy is dealt with In four 
separate chapters; ' 

• Chapter three— deal-.nc with the «bots 
from the Texas School Rook Depository — 
fliscii.ssch the eye'Wftnes.ses" avrminfs of what 
happened; fh® expert examinations of the 
rifle, cartrderc rases and bullet fragments; 
the trajectory, speed and number of shot': and 
the rrpsidenl's wounds. Further mformaV.on 
on the wniinds is given in Appendix VUJ and 
IX and ine icsfimony of the balli.stics experts 
In Appcrifjix X 

% Chapier i'our, railed ’'The Assassin ’. 
discncsoN DswaM's owner.ship and po.sscssloD 
of the rule in the buildlne: Oswald'.^ presence 
:n ‘he hiiiWtinc «and at the window: the klllinR 
of pafroim.in Tippet: .stafemenUs made by 
Oswaid ,ind the much-discussed matter of 
Oswaifl's inarkmansbip. 

0 Chapter six descrlnes the rommicsion's 
Oxs’R invpKii^atton of pos,«ible rcn-X'-lparv in 
regard both ‘n Oswald and .lack Ruby. There 
is also. Ill Appendix XII. a summary of a wide 
variety tj spp:-ulat',on.« and nimours locelher 
with M' Commts.sinn's findings on each, 

0 ,aij?cr seven fand Appendices XIM. 
XIV ,<n.i XA'j deal with IjCc Harvey Oswald, 
hi.s hi-stcr;. and nackgmund. mamaRe. finances 
and visii; a.oroad. 

0 .lack Rubv’s sfory, tocnthcr with ’the 

lie defector ’ test taken by him are ;o 
Appendices XVI and^XVTl. , 

1 mention all '.bis detail •^unpiv ir 

f'.e po.nl that (here can be no uuesiioQ of 
Ine Coinniis'iOD rot ’cpowing what A was 
about when it pubiished this Report, M was 
not p-esi'nted as a bare pummary outline of 
what bapp.-ned in Dalla.s. It -'•irporl.s to stale 
and co-ordlnaie aU relevan iwu facts and 
..carfrfuUy summarises iw c ..sions derived 
/rom thd>a'ict8 in oicb chapter; roe Comni'lssloD 



MARK f/AiVK. pictured nt the Inter- 
cnntinminl Hotel yesterdQu 


feiis UK what i ;s going to says u and 

then repeats iho mam relevant poinis it is 
cxphcil in its xtatejnent that »>swaid, and 
Oswald aiono. was the assassin and spc'ufm.'iily 
denied suggestion^ of a con.spirary < whether 
involving ituhy or nnj). 

This IN imporianl beoauM' . oarTc luafle 
i.s that the Warren ComnuN'-on n ;nq,i;r:t '. 
were SuprrH ';al. di'^honesl and a cnser ofT th.il 
the members, in t«lward Jay Kpstcin’.^ pora-e, 
were pur'-uing “ [>oiitlc.ii truh", th.it ,s to 
>av lh.u tliny -.vere tnorc cun-erned »o soo’he 
.and a.;n Ameciean pub'ir i.p-nion aonnt th«- 
I'u'ulaiiienlaJ good health oi its puniii' .inU 
iegal insiStuiiou.s *han to feit the irulh. In 
one ‘•"’nso (T i;»her. this kind of acctisat’On 
is ceuirai to the arguments rj t'nnse who 
r«»j''gt t)io Ci.T.rni.ssion': findings Th**y cannot 
make their own vnrsion of events icceplahlc 
without rasiin*: ihe Warren Commission In the 
rhle of a public ronspiracy to conceal the truth. 

Yf'i ii)is Cemtni.ssion in^'lmled .some 'he 
most respected men In American put 'e, 
II was bt-partlsao— I d fact vUh a pro, .yer- 
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jnrp of Rcpublrans. All tb^ niembcrs ^ere 
awyer'. aU urre oxn^'rlenrcrt comm ilcc men 
accustomert lo evaaiannp arriifon a<; »ell as 
oral lr«l:inony. They publlsned the evtdenre 
of ihctr own fJi.'asrccniont^ on specific 
They siippl!f'<l the material for iho critics. 
And ypt. vvp arc asked to hellpvc. they 
cleliheraioly anrl .. nn«.'':oMsly set out to mislead 
—not by impiicaiion and mnueodo but by 
downrlgnt lies. 

This Is a supposition- 'hat 1 cannot credit. 
It destroys the r>o«i!iiiity o( anv valid 
cyplanailon of cvent.s. 3ecau.se if the Chief 
Justice of the I'mtcd States — the vrry man 
who administered the Presidential Oath to 
/ohn Kenned’.' — is capable of f»are-faccd lyinp 
simuiy in order 'o avotd '* rockinc thp bnaf 
then all tlioucht of certainty in judicial matters 
IS a myth. 

When F.psiein’s hook /n/jue.sf was published 
last autumn ho produced statements by a 
number of the lawyers employed by the 
Commiss on derived from bis mtervicw-s with 
five of ihc seven members of the Commission, 
five of the '•cnior counsel and six of the 
a.ssistanf counsel. This constituted, as he said, 
‘the fourth, and most important, source” 
of h-s contention that the Commission never 
reaiiy sr.w Cne proper evidence, that the 
inve.stizaiion was sporadic and that many 
of those •nvolv^'d -were deeply disturbed n\ 
fh€ handline of evidence. 

CENTRAL ATTACK 

On the nasi? of Epsi*»m’s direct quotations 
it .‘■eemed that icrc was a really scriou.s and 
centra! attack on the )>ona (ides of the Com- 
in;.S'!*>n. Mark Lane in his Ru.ih To J'uU;merit 
■> more circumsp«»ct .about approacblng this 
question nf iTr'.itoi’ily the rather appaUinz 
'■‘’atiire of Pipst‘';n’,s w-erk i* that so many of 
quoted totaily deny the ^tatemep.ts atlri- 
iuitrd >.o !h«»ni. H.s new evidence from thus 
" 'ruir'h s/iur-e ‘ entirely crumbles. 

•And, of ..-o-jrse. if there wa.s a •■onspiracy 
:.’v the r.'>mn’i‘^sion to suppress the tntth, 
iri''nrt the i'v drrue and tell lies, on** michf 
rra.*.nnabty u-.onuer why it was no: more 

efTirientiy done ?/.en ;f ’.he v’ew ;s taken 
that :hi.s cnnspiracy -atos no .more than a 
zenerallsed ” indersiandmg " amon^ the Com- 
pi‘.‘^s:.'mers. I ■.vorf‘<*r *h-;: 'O much awkward 

.■”.ufirni'e •.n’l;! :r,-. n -he ;l^'port 

Hu! ’.r;, .- ^h: - I''; var ''d ::ro,jp nf 

‘senior puoUr 'i '.ippf'^^s and 

dt'^’.ur: i.rut;' '■ tint *he 

o '.*'forr :!.e 

'.Vvem'UT rn .iuhr.son v 

'-v'cr i’.a-au'r P.-p -..-von *hit It 
n siiil pv.hU.c cfpvrifnre -v.iist ’-.e ronnu-rof} 
by .^.ivirg trsat '.t has not worked The Uea 
that if was an acrerd piece of n-Mcial history 
dcsicned to she fer some unnamed intere*?, 
individual or group conveniently evades the 


} 
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LEE HARVEY OSWALD ttnEhe,': in agony 
after being .ihot bv Snrh Ruby. 

fa<t that ihe family of tne dead Presidin’ 
must have become pany to the plot, 

indeed, tho moro I look into the g."ear 
cloud of ,<pC' uiatlon that has rome tn surround 
the Keaoedy ai'*a«sinat;on. the more clearly 
it si'cm.s to me that the Warren findings arc 
justified. Lord Dcvi:n nas summarised ‘.he 
ah.soiuic agreed minimum farts of the case 
against Oswald '’stripped of evorything thai 
does not amount to pracltcal oertai.nty" Hr 
puts the minimum casr apains* Oswald 

“He waa In ihc biihdinc at the time 
of the asiaMinaoon of P-rs;dent ani 

could have Dccn nn ihn Mxth Moor Tho 
President wm k-l!cd by a cun ..vhif'h hoion;'''<l 
to Oswald and wh)--h hr* falsf*!;.- rleniert 
buymz or owning. The man who fired !t was 
no'’ unlike Oswald. TTjree-quarrers of an hour 
later Patrolman Tippit was w-ith a 

revolver belonging to Os'waM Oswald's Jacxpt 
wa* I'onnt) along the path taken by the 
murderer lO night. Then Oswald was found 
with ‘.hr rsvolvcr in iv.s pnt^occion, and he 
used vloleuce in *ns;si;nc arre*t Ifc uas a 
man who hiid attempt*''! assa'stnatinn before 
That is 4 bar** outline, f’e<nf'*l out fuiiy 
:n the Report *nd evidenre. Lvi'ry contrary 
sr.gcestinn. lopucndn and iuinit''ation relatinc 
to thes^ renirai farts that I have fo'lourd m 
in :h*’ vo|nnu''s .of the r^’fiifr-j 

To my kr.owicrige, nn new I'vnlence relevar.i 
to thesf pn-qtl tuts been prodvier-r) j have gone 
through the cvidenT .'if a r'urner of 'he 
Wltnes<:<»5 e^r,)b trd bv Mr. T.,ane in h's oook 
and film aorj ,.ndec'l, “'ad rarnfu:'.;.- r.ne r'’'*''rd 
.if hi^ own 4pncaranres hnfore *he Warren 
Commission Tb.s examination has weakencu 
the o-ediSi)'iy of Mr. Lane's i.onicntlnnv 
And 'O lo rru). Who k'lled .iohn Kennedy 
' I'jon't k'-cw nut I know eo c-vid reason as 
now t.-i stipposr ihai anyone other than 
l.ep narv*'v (i^wald aelually shot at and hit 
the Prr«)drnl und 1 am less ronvinccd than at 
any earlier point in time by fbe arguments 
of 'hosp whf, totatly reject the findings of Ihe 
Warren Commission. 
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Tills FlLi',1. 
WAS ‘TOO 
HOT ’ m 
TS^E U.S. 

cv^nt in recent time* 

' TTOducod ft crenter sen.^ 

ot fhocic thrm the A.'sa.'^jna* 
(ton of President Kennedy. 
And. *.n the time -Ahlch has 
pa&^d s'.nce thnt sad 
November d«7- nothing ha-s 
been «o surrounded ^-Uh 
mystery and spccuiatlon rs 
the events >ad;nc up to and 
the mvcsugvition lolloumg that 
murder. j 

In the p.nst week or .--y 
neev :m)>etu.'» Has b^'^n clvrn to 
the behef that the Warr-»t\ 
Gommi.v-i;nn did no: un<ov<'r 
R.l the fac'.«. u'/ the aetiun.^ of 
Mr Garri.‘;on. 

The world ..'v st^il wrnd^'-.ng 
what noppenrd i^efore, during 
and after the mom* t^t ‘vnen 
the gun or cunu 5{K<e M eir 
message of death m Da'.'.,is. 

Best seller 

Tonight. at 9 rs. 

E rcann wlU bo r.C A 

5: m About the .kS-..>.';r.aL''a 
which w.«s conB-deroo "'ct ho4 
to handle ’ :n the U .9 it wi.i 
rv;n lor three houra. ;\nd b»v.cle 
It ail trie other oco«r3ir.ine*, 
iNV.h on T-F. and 'he rival 
c;Mnn«!». pa’.o Into In- 
•'.gniC.ranc®. 

The f’.m which you will «ee 
Ihi.a evcn.Q« la awed 'Hu-vi To 
J ud^meac”. 



(: 1* the ryf {nv”;i- 

t '.a t;'eii {><»{,• v Mj I ’’* 

0 1 n»(u'sSi*<1 .*.nie- cno lawv'T. 
Mark l.anc, au ‘u»r of the c^m- 
Uavers’.nl OC.*U-<*. P', 'Hush 7‘0 
jM«!gin.*nc. ' Ut p.'p<ent hift 
cr t;c.sni of findings of '.h* 

w. rren Cvmnu.v*i)M — and h a 
case for the d'^irnce of I.i'e 
H»rv"y Oswa <1. Arc:.*ed of Uie 
murder of t‘'.c TreMd^-nt 
.Ar-.-ordT-g to .Mark L’tu* 
o'h‘*r« who have rtatntr.'O • 
ev;dcr.cr c tvso. v. the 'Ahirrm 
r-vrnif! ;-'ton y r''pof' o;t j;i* 
a.«- i«.- !ia v.rin leave.* >^7rr ihtp.ca 
unarsw red. Tie Comm..',* <.n. 
for ir,H;.ance. .icceotod the fart 
tiiat h'.ree a!io-». were f'.:n*j. ,>hd 
t.;e Feder.i) B’-rra : of invest g.v. 
tio.n cft;cii'AU-l ^hat the vb^re 

eao(< were hired w.vh:rv A 

esconda. 

rurthrrrr.o-.v » f ;.-n ta'sen of 
the ev.'nt (hat pTe»:dent> 

Kennedy \nd (Viternor Cor.na,:r 
were hi: »r«h:a the *«pv^ cf 
I «i seconds. 

0;U the rife wh.ch 
is ea’d Irt h:.ve ’’.erd could not 
be tw;ee ‘..o e«.* then 2. A. 

second.s — and w,th Cwws'd 
out of pr.ar*. ;e. one can extend 
even *hat hnie 

Questions 

C.U're are h(: . -M- 

sn'iwp.'cd. fl-s .Ma:< l.arto and 
nth :iav.* s-K 'i M\*< Lar.e.t 

.•u*w*'ve.- •4.«'n*. '■ r*h.«r »ivin tra, 
O’hera wSio d:..: -O'- • *1 t, ;i •.ve 
.''•port of tile ‘.Vtire-i C"n;m 
e.f-n: he put '.\.n vi.w's ;n n oe.;,-. 
koc the f.im >'h forrrut 

gre.trr Part of u-n'.4’V.* T E. 

programme is ha. e.( r.n ’hat 

’Hu-sh To J idff.'Tient". 
After the f ’'lave 

pmsented in 'he r rn, a bi,*- 

"'S’cT will .^*om :ir tie e*. cle-i-ei 

an<i a senh'’' u'lvn^e. wi.', 

It aa.'.lnet auiho. .:v of tht 
tv.arrm Co.'t .-i. ' ua r'por:. 

F na.iv. -h-'.'a OK'' w.J 
trace tue '.f ‘ho c 'n«, 

*r-'vrr>7 •a Wnrld's prr=,»l 

since ;he ,i -aiinn of ':•» 

Report <m S'Pt'^rr.ber ITS. I3RI. 

To ar-onimod ‘ -e *n unueua;./- 
long :te*T. , oth'T procraiTinie*' 
h;>v« gono Dv :hr bOAffi. w'h 

t4ie CX-ep’-.’O n-W"*j 

wn.ch ■- : Ije (UTepnea n‘. n 
R.jd > cnc on ■/ inKrr.pc.on 

’,..v th-e« ho'.iva of drtur,o( 

promised in th:« tsioniih'.ni 
tUm. 








EVENING PRESS, March 8, 1967 


■ ^ 

J 

Page 5 of 8 
Enel to 
Dublin A-193 




been watching ftT E s moniirncn 
tal programme, "Rush to Judge- 
ment ? " (or ’‘judgment" — w{ 
goth both fjoellings last night) 

One would have thought thai 
the Kennedy murder had now 
become so insufTerably bonn;. 
that It would be impossible tf- 
face another four hours of film 
and discussion. But the truth is 
that the more one proh#»ft the 
subject the more compelling ii 
becomes, and so the programme 
emerged as one of the movi 
fascinating television shows v.( 
have seen. 

Roughly half the iime w.i'. 
devoted to a fllm prepared b\ 
Mark Lane, apningist for ilic 
theory ihai Kennedy was shot b> 
more than one man and ibai the 
Warren Commission was a frau 
dulent white-wash to reassim 
public opinion. 

As Brian Farrell pointed oui 
from the chair, the film is cteart> 
partisan, designed to establish 
one point of view only. And very 
platinble and disturbing ;t is. 




1 ;- 






Ti;r harristcrs. on the other 
hand, have had no remotely com 
parable opportunity to Hri^f 
thcm<;clvcs <n rompletcly, Ihcre 
fore the programme wa^ wjldl> 
in Mr. Lano'.s favour before if 
ever began. 

The re«nli was ?hat the harri- 
'.vcre often shot down on 
^pecifii' pninf.'-. but were much 
more fonvincine on their general 
ohjection.s. 

.Again. It was un.«ali.sYactnry 1 
ihai the medical isrK?ct of how i 
many bul!ct.s were fired wa.s nnt ! 
fiearly deiiatrd H’.s all very wcKj 
!r> talk about exit wounds ardj 
entry wnunds. but at least one [ 
viewer longed for an easy 
diagram wpi.-h might have lllu-s. 
;rated the point of Mr, Lace’s 
argument in .simple ’erms. 

Ludicrous 


Mark Ijne and his wife pictured at their hotel today. 


So coy .' 


Tbe discussion that followed 
was between Lane and two coyly 
anon)Tnous Irish barristers (let 
us hope that the pnm rule.s of 
the Bar will not rc.uilt in them 
being disbarred when wo reveal 
the dread secret that the junior 
bamstcr on the left was Mr. 
Liam Hamtllon. the senior man 
Mr. William Finlayl). 

Thresumably, the discussion was 
Intended to produce a dialogue 
AbsoluMl/ ewntlal polott, but 


I It didn't quite work out that 
■way. Mr. Lane made a grievous 
error in tactics e arly oo by 
interrupting so often to refute 
.so many relatively minor points 
' that It became impossible for 
mere mortals In search of truth 
to follow a coherent line of 
arcumcni. 

Brian Farrell’s lack of firmness 
; 3l Ihis siage contributed to the 
disorder, but bis experience was 
onougn to make him realise this. 
Later, it was bis far greater 
' control that produced tbe most 
{fruitful diicu^laa and gar« 


viewers a chance to reach some 
conclusions on t.hei own. HJs was 
by far the most difficult joh in 
the programme and. on the whole, 
he did It creditably. 

A few points should be made 
lit is no reilcction on the barris 
ters to ^ay that they were 5impl> 
no match for .Mr. Lane. He has 
devoted over three years lo a 
highly roQcentraled study of the 
Kcnn«dy murder. He seems to 
know every hne of evidence by 
heart, every witness intimately 
He is tbe complete master of his 
, subject 


TfK' luaratho.'. fin.'jhcd with a 
.’■omarkahic .and nwite iudi tois 
pit»rp of ciiauvmi'fn who.n Rri.in 
Farrf'il (obviousiy (ji^rnmfon<'d 
by it) read Dut the bare dcfaii.s 
of a ''test" by 3 croup in I.im- 
orlrk Whim riaimed to prove 
'that Oswald wa> the <olc k(ll<’r. 

I tru’Ji the Warren Commission 
will he reopened to consider this 
i.’^tunning affirmation of their 
coni'liision?. 

I Put it would be criminal to 
end on a /-arping note. Py any 
standards in the world thi.s was 
n maenifirchl programme which 
tjp^erve'% the highest praise for 
.R.T.E and everyone directly in- 
volved in the presentation. 

(What Lane thought hlmaelf 
1 — P»«e *) 
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Evening Press reporter 

THE introduction without warning of a test i 
' carried out by what he described as an ! 
unknown group of Co. Limerick people with a 
“.22 air gun", in surroundings in no way . 
comparable to the scene of the killing, was i 
one of the objections which American lawyer i 
Mark Lane had today to the way in which his 
marathon, almost four-hour programme “Rush 
to Judgment", was presented on Telefii 


Eiroann last night. 

In general, Mr. Lan<* was satis* 
fied with the opportunity which 
ho cot to put over his pomt of 
view, which he (loscnhcd as "vorj 
adequate”. Compared with a five-: 
hour procrarnmc which he had to ! 
do on “n B.C. 2” recently. Mr.; 
Lane said that the Irish presen- j 
lalion was "very fair". 1 

When I -Spoke to him thlsi 
morning Mr. L^ne told m«: 
"There arc, however, a number 
of points reparding the way parts} 
of the programme were pre- 
sented, which I do not think were} 
quite lair" 

No mention | 

Mr L.-mc '^d tint before ihcj 
procranimo yc-u-rday ne had 
lunch with Mr. Ilrmn r’arrci, who} 
jitcd a.s mndcraror. and with aj 
Mr. .Johnson, whom he pr'’sumcdj 
was a procramme producer. j 
He added: "Mr. Farrell made} 
no mention to me about the inlro-l 
ductioo of a test in the pro-j 
gramme. Then, without warning, i 
the ‘findings' of this test wa.sj 
Intrfvliiced Ixsi night as snme-! 
thing ronciu.sive, without any Jn- 
dfcatmn a.s !o who the people 
involved were, what their qualifi- 
cations or knowlpdce were, or 
whore the test had been carried 
out ' under what clrcum-i 

ftao- I 


“After the programme I ankcd 
Mr Farri'U what iho test was., 
When ho .showed me the paper} 
I <9W it had been r.irrmd out! 
With a .22 air grin. In an area' 
onc-tblrd the size of the arcs* 
covered In the Warren Commis- 
Sion, and with :^till targets, a.s 
opposed to moving targets in the 
at,'.ual shooting. 

Ridiculous 

" I ,<3id to Mr. Farrell (hat this 
■WA's just ridicuioiis and asked him 
who wero these people in County 
Limerick who had earned out 
this lest. 1 a'iked him wero they 
riiiemen. Out he didn’t know who 
iJicy wore, or whether they were 
nficmea. And thi.s test waj pre- 
.vented as cnnclu.siv.' an the 
programme. The condmons under 
which it was carn<m nut vr»jre 
in no w-.iy comparable ‘o ’no*c at 
tho time of the K e . r. e d y 
shooting." 

Mr. Lane said he tnou^hc that 
Mr. FarreM in his as 

moderator on the prnyrammr. 
should have given a .'imimary of 
both sides of the argumenti at 
the conclusion, rattier ‘ban to en 
off with an outline ef hi.'« own 
I opinion*, which h« <Mr. L4oe) 
[bad DO opportunity to answer. 


Mr. L.in'- al.so referred today 
MO the two In.«h harr'iier^ taking 
pan :n the programme. He said 
that durim.- ihr programme he 
did not wich »rj introduce the 
poj.-u froqnont’y as it might 
embarrass, ’.nnm, hut Ihelr 
knowledge M tne Warren Com- 
mi'^sion evidence — which they 
defended — was confined to the 
one voJnm'' nummary of the 
completf’ report. 

Falls short 

This .jne vo!:;:!!'* irnmary, he 
6aid. .h.od r-r.’r. made .-wa'iaP'.e to 
Thom iiy tr-- .\mcr;c.on K.oibas^v 
fn,* : h».‘ ,.•■ irp')V<- of pro- 

.T.omtne, y ii :• :'nj jjy short of 
IP-' -oni|iie'' evidi'nce o.’ the 
rummis*;iori w.Mch wa.' >'f>niaineu 
in 

it wav a point of ocep cnniro- 
worii'.^^r ‘.he o.pe volmne 
summaE;- iho r'nd.ngs they 
were (ii.v-iiS'ing was n fart a 
fair 'umm.xry of ai: Ihe evi/lemv 

'■ Hnwev'','," Mr. Lane added. 
" i am ver-.- cr.Tlefut r,) the t/’ie- 
' v.-sion >tp:'.nr, ficrr f-jr putting 
; o'tt ‘.m' ['r''gr.arritTie. i; js .some- 
' thing wTiiri? ranno' ,oe seen nn 
I teievicinn in the fo.ted States, 
' and compared with the pro- 
gramme on tho 3.B C, it was 
very fair. 

" I dew to London from Lo.s 
.Angeies specially to jo the 
M.BC. programme, and when we 
were on tne air I was told that 
T would not he able lo make any 
point except to reply to a 
perwnal attack." 
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TTS a long road that iuA no 
turning and for New York 
lawyer Mark Lane the turning 
pojnt seems to have rnme in 
Ireland with his appearance nn 
television last nighL 
In dotens of interviews the pai- 
tom was almost universal 
Again and again peopie tolo 
our reporters that thoir view^ 
were chanced by what me) js^u 
and heard on leievision — 
Oswald was not alone and the 
Warren Commission Report 
was questionable. 

Here is a sample of the views 
obtained : 

Mr. Tadgh Suen.e, credit man- 
acer. Rofl*T=; Ltd. had 
accepted the N' uron Commis- 
sion before be aw la.st ntcht's 
film. Now has second 

thoughts, The ,ool aulhortty of 
Mark Lane J his command 
of bis subj. impressed him 
The fart so many wit- 

neiaes were not called was, in 
his view ,a tellfing point 
Wr. Chri.sty Murphy, Department 
^of Education, has always been 
doubtful of the validily of the 
ofliclal view of President Ken- 
nedy's assa?isination. Now he is 
' convinced that Mark Lane has 
destroyed it “He proved his 
ca.se to the hilt,’' Mr. Murphy 
•aid, 

Mias Pft Martlo, a Trinity College 


r 

i 

\ 


Miss Pat .Martiu 


.sniUcor. found no difficulty -.o 
ihe past in accepting that the 
Warren Commission was reit* 
ai)le. Now she has grave doubts. 
“Ruby's former woman e-iii- 
pioyee made me sit up with 
a jerk when she gave details 
of his links with the Dallas 


i'olice.** abe said. She fem-.u 
Mark Lane *o V jmprc*--.v 
logical and forcef :i. 

.\1f, Harry .M«L-''ighlin 'Xa< 
another who rh.mzci 

H'.s upin.on.s as tnc ;iur'.i.‘'>n 
TV, procramm<> went on. His 
ijtln in int* Warr'^n Report ba/i 
neen total, but he felt it could 
Lf* longer be treaten with 
absolute eonfidcn'*e in view of 
the number of people n did 
not call. The deaths of import- 
ant witnesses :n tnc cs.se wa* 
anolher factor whrh impre's^d 
him and he tninks i,‘r odds 
J.■:ain^l such a ^cuaenre of 
-venU must he astronomii'a, 

Extraordinary 

Mr Doug Anderson, of Torom--. 
who is in Dublin on his honf*:- 
mo-.n. feels that Lane ha* at 
.e.ist mad© a strong ^asc for ,< 
review of mueh of the evidence 
given to the V.'arren Com- 
mission. He had never felt that 
Oswald wai aione in the 
assassination. although the 
image of a vast conspiracy 
involving leadine figures of the 
US. Government wa.s not one 
.oe ccnild accept. 

Miss Bernadette Magill. of Odeon 
(Irelaod) Ltd., had beheved 
that O^ald was the sole 



BernadPtto Maclll 


a.sca.'ssio. Sbe oan not realised 
that so much important evi- 
dence existed for the Mark 
Lane point of view. Like .Ml.ss 
Pat Martin she found the link 
between Ruby and the Dallas 
police a most eTtraordlnary 
feature of the whole thing. 



I 
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Mr. Des McDonnell, a forestry 
engineer, of Iona Drive, North 
Circular Road, Limcnck, whose 
theory oa the Kennedy assassin* 
atton was discussed during the 
R.T.E. programme, ’* Rush to 
Judgment," last night, said this 
morning, that he first became 
interested In the Warren Com- 
mission report following a series 
of newspaper articles. 

He read every available book 
OQ the assassination and fioaily 
decided that the Warren Com- 
mission findings stood or fell on 
two points. 

The first was whether the rific 
held by Oswald could be fired 
accurately three times io 5.6 
second:; or less; and Mcondty. 
whether the F.B.l. report of the 
autopsy was In conflict with the 
single assassin theory. 

Same action 

He decided lo test the gun 
theory himself. He secured a bolt 
acUoQ 22 rifle of Czechoslo- 
vakian make with a magazine and 


I 

\ i 

i ; 


» I 




r ■ . ^ 



Des McDonnell 


I a telescopic sight. The bolt action j 
I was the same as the gun used by: 
j Oswald. I 

I He iCMDk the con to a forest 
j near Murroe. together with a local - 
: forester. Jack 0 Hara. They 
! could not secure a sui’anle^ 
' height of 60 feet, so the distances : 
; heights and target mentiofiert in 
the Warren report were scaled 
I down to one-tbird the siw. 

The result of a pattern of nine 
shota showed that the r:flc tested 
could be fired accurately three 
times in le.ss than 50 .seconds. 
The fastest firing time, which in- 
cluded one neck hit and two 
misses was 4 2 second’^ The 
slowest test, which metudoo on^ 
neck and two head hit.s, was 
timed at 5 4 .•second.''. 

Mr. McDonnell ^aio that he 
was not an active rifle enthu.’iia'ii 
but had .served some lime with 
the F.CA. in 1947 

.Mr. McDonnell la a native of 
Dundalk and cus« to Limodek 
ter 7*aca 



retyped: Z-TJ-bl 
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typed: 
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Mr. John Chappie 
Editorial Department 
Ashland Daily Press 
Ashland. Wisconsin 

Dear Mr. Chappie: 

The President has asked diis Department to respond to your 
lener of March 6. 1967. In which you suggested that the stage drama 
"Macbird” should be closed by police action and that those financing 
and producing it should be su^ for criminal slander. You voiced 
the ^ew that the people of our country deserve protection from any 
effort to undermine faith in our nation. 

A stage presentation is generally mit within the scope of 
Federal statutes prescribing the mailing or interstate transportation 
of obscene or Ubelous material. 

As you suggested, such a production may be subject to reasonable 
state and local controls applic^le under the police powers of the 
particular state where the play is presented, but such controls must 
accord with basic constitutional guarantees of freedom of speech and 
of the press. 

The President has asked that we express his appreciation for 
your views and your having taken the time to state them. 

^ Sincerely, 

cc:^'^cords 
Chrono 
Mr, Vinson 
Mr. Sledge 


Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General 



T. i WHITE HOUSE OFFIC 

REFERRAL 


To; 


Justice Department 


March 10 , 1967 


ACTION REQUESTED - - - 

Draft reply for; 

: ' ■ ; J 

President's signature. 
Undersigned's signature. 


i 

NOTE 

Memorandum for use as enclosure to ! 
reply. 

Prompt action is essential. 

^ Direct reply. 

Furnish information copy. 

If more than 48 hours’ delay is encountered, 
please telephone the undersigned immediately, 
Code 1450. 

Suitable acknowledgment or other 
appropriate handling. 

Furnish copy of reply, if any. 

Basic correspondence should be returned when 
draft reply, memorandum, or comment is re- 

For your information. 

quested. 

For comment. 



REMARKS: 


Description: 


To: 

From; 

Dote: 

Subject: 


-X Letter; Telegram; Other: 

The President 

John Chappie, Ashland Daily Press, Ashland, Wisconsin 
March 6, I967 

Author and those financing and producing MACBIRD should be sued. 






By direction of the President: o * ( 

_/ j_ yl irO/ 

Lj :jj; 


Harry C . McPherson 


pedal Counsel to the PresiS^I?"'**^ — 




(Copy to remain with correspondence) 


ASHLAND DAILY rRESS 


OHONE 

MUrdock 2-2313 


March 6, 19o'‘ 


Dear President. Johnson: 

The auth.or, and those responsible for 
financing and producing MACbIRD should be sued 


criminal slander and the play closed doi-vn by 
police action. 

This type of criminal inuendo involving 
assassination would be considered actionable 
by any jur'/ in the land. 

Furthermore, our nation deserves protection 
from this effort to undermine faith in our nation. 


Respectfully , 
John 
Edit 


U 


i i E 


1 

Chappie, V 
orial department. 


« 





FMV:NEK:al 
t 3/6/67 
ret 3/7/67 



Mr. Edward F. W^maim 
Nadocal Bank of Commerce Buildifig 
New Orleaoa, Loulaiasa 70112 



f' /f 


\fr. William J. Wegmano 
2106 American Bank Buildii^ 

New Orleans, Loutaiana 701^ 

Dear Messrs. Wegmann: 

The Attorney General has asked me to respond to 
your telegram March 3, 1967 requesting a meeting concerning 
your cUent, Clay L. Shaw. 

We understand from news reports that Mr. Shaw is 
being charged with a state violation by the District Attorney for 
die Parish of Orleans. 

I am sure you would agree th^u; it wtniid be inappro- 
priate for the federal government to intervene in a state criminal 
inquiry. 


I regret that for these reasons a meeting with the 
United States Department of Justice at this Unw would ncx be 
apprt^rlate. 


cc; Records 
Chron. 

Mr, Clark 
Mr. Vinson 
IMr, Kossack 
Mr. Belcher 

~7^L ^ -' 2 .^ 

,-fU 


Sincerely, 


Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General 


I 




Form DJ-960 
(R«v. 6-22-66) 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

ROUTING SLIP 


Mr.-Vlieson 


□ signature 

1 1 CONNENT 

1 1 PER CONVERSATION 

1 1 APPROVAL 

1 1 NECESSARY ACTION 

1 1 AS REQUESTED 

1 1 see ME 

1 1 NOTE AND RETURN 

□ note and file 

1 1 RECOMMENDATION 

1 ANSWER OR ACKNOWL- 

1 — ‘edge on or before 

1 1 CALL HE 

□ rOUK IMFOB NATION 

!j .PREPARE REPUY FOR 

1 *THE StfiMATURE OF 


AiKARKs Barefoot suggests that we handle this by 
telephone; that any letter we send will be published 
and we will be criticized for being too bold or too 
cautious --too cagey or too presumptious. In short, 
he feels that the brothers Wegmann are trying to 
steer us into a trap. I’m inclined to lean to the 
telephone call approach. We can't stop the 
Messrs Wegmann from misquoting us but, at least, 
FMV’s signature is not on a piece of paper involved 
in that gruesome mess of Garrison’s. 


from: name 

BUILDING A ROOM 

EXT. 

DATE 

N. E. Kossack 

2107 

2621 

3/6 


















Form No. G-IN 
(Ed. 2-I0-65i 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

ROUT. SLIP 


TO 

NAME 

BUILDING AND ROOM 

1. 

Fred Vinson 



CUsiGNATURE Q COMMENT | | PER CONVERSATION 

□ APPROVAL □ NECESSARY ACTION | | AS REQUESTED 

CH SEE ME □ NOTE and RETURN | [NOTE AND FILE 

□ RECOMMENDATION □ CALL ME □yOUK DIFOEMATION 

[ 1 ANSWER OR ACKNOWL- 

^EOGE ON OR BEFORE 

[ 1 PREPARE REPLY FOR 

‘ ' THE SIGNATURE OF 


I need to discuss this with you, 
RC 


/ 


SPECIAL 


■»<> Ift— 19W4 


NAME 

BUIi.OIN6. ROOM. CAT. 

DATE 

DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 


3/4/67 










WJB297 (56) NS A 141 

NS CXA029 PD CX NEW ORLEANS U 3 449P CST 
HONORABLE RAMSEY CLARK 


ATTORNEY GENERAL OT THE UNITED STATES DEPT OF JUSTICE WASHDC 

\ 

« HAVE BEEN RETAINED TO REPRESENT CLAY L SHAW CHARGED BY THE 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS WITH CONSPIRING 
AND ENTERING INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH OTHERS FOR THE PURPOSE 
CF COMMITTING THE CRIME OF MURDER OF JOHN F KENNEDY STOP IN 
THE INTEREST OF JUSTICE WE RESPECTFULLY REQUEST A MEETING WITH 
YOU AT THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE DATE STOP EDWARD F WEGMANN CA 
S: REACHED AT AREA CODE 504-524-0732 OR S6 1-3844 WILLIAM J 
«GMANN CAN BE REACHED AT AREA CODE 504- 524-2206 OR 488-0155 
WE AWAIT YOUR ADVICES 

EDWARD F WEGMANN WILLIAM J WEGMANN 

504-524-0732 861-3844 504-524-2206 488-0155 


(54). 


' I T' •*-» - y* \ ‘ 


MAR 9 1957 ^ P. 
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